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BEFORETHE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF HAWAII

In the Matter of the Application of)

HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC. ) Docket No. 2006-0386

For Approval of Rate Increases ) Order No. 2 3 6 1 2
And Revised Rate Schedules and
Rules

ORDER

By this Order, the commission approves the proposed

Stipulated Prehearing Order filed by HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY,

INC. (“HECO”), the DEPARTMENTOF COMMERCEAND CONSUMERAFFAIRS,

DIVISION OF CONSUMERADVOCACY, and the DEPARThENT OF THE NAVY on

behalf of the DEPARTMENTOF DEFENSE (collectively, the “Parties”)

on July 23, 2007, attached hereto as Exhibit 1, with

modifications, discussed herein.

I.

Stipulated Prehearinci Order

A.

Statement of Issues

As set forth in the Parties’ proposed Stipulated

Prehearing Order, the Parties agreed upon the following

Statement of Issues for this proceeding:



1 Is HECO’s proposed rate increase
reasonable?

a. Are the proposed tariffs, rates,
charges and rules just and
reasonable?

b. Are the revenue forecasts for
Test Year 2007 at present rates and
proposed rates reasonable?

c Are the projected operating
expenses for Test Year 2007
reasonable?

d Is the projected rate base for
Test Year 2007 reasonable, and are
the properties included in rate
base used or useful for public
utility purposes?

e. Is the requested rate of return
fair?

2. What is the amount of the Interim Rate
Increase, if any, to which HECO is
probably entitled under § 269-16(d) of
the Hawaii Revised Statutes?1

The commission finds the foregoing issues to

be reasonable. However, the commission determines that

consideration of HECO’s energy cost adjustment clause (“ECAC”)

should also be included as an issue in this docket, in

accordance with Act 162, 2006 Session Laws of Hawaii (“Act 162”).

Act 162 amended HRS § 269-16 to provide that:

Any automatic fuel rate adjustment clause
requested by a public utility in an
application filed with the commission shall
be designed, as determined in the
commission’s discretion, to:

‘Stipulated Prehearing Order, Section I, at 2-3.

2006—0386 2



(1) Fairly share the risk of fuel cost
changes between the public utility and
its customers;

(2) Provide the public utility with
sufficient incentive to reasonably
manage or lower its fuel costs and
encourage greater use of renewable
energy;

(3) Allow the public utility to mitigate the
risk of sudden or frequent fuel cost
changes that cannot otherwise reasonably
be mitigated through other commercially
available means, such as through fuel
hedging contracts;

(4) Preserve, to the extent reasonably
possible, the public utility’s financial
integrity; and

(5) Minimize, to the extent reasonably
possible, the public utility’s need to
apply for frequent applications for
general rate increases to account for
the changes to its fuel costs.

The requirements of Act 162 became codified as

HRS § 269-16 (g). Accordingly, the commission finds it

appropriate to specifically include in this docket the issue

of whether HECO’s ECAC complies with the requirements of

HRS § 269—16(g).

Based on the foregoing, the commission amends the

Statement of Issues in the Parties’ proposed Stipulated

Prehearing Order by inserting Issue No. 3, as follows:

3. Whether HECO’s ECAC complies with the

reciuiremexits of HRS § 269-16(g)?
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B.

Schedule of Proceedings

In Section II of the Stipulated Prehearing Order,

Schedule of Proceedings, the Parties noted that they separately

filed a stipulated procedural schedule on May 4, 2007, which was

approved by the commission in Order No 23442, filed on May 17,

2007 The commission approves the Parties’ incorporation of the

stipulated procedural schedule, previously approved by the

commission in Order No 23442, as the Schedule of Proceedings in

this docket However, the commission amends the post-hearing

procedures set forth in the stipulated procedural schedule by

directing the Parties to file, in lieu of Simultaneous Opening

Briefs and Simultaneous Reply Briefs, Proposed Findings of Fact

‘and Conclusions of Law four weeks after hearing transcripts are

filed with the commission, and Responses to Proposed Findings of

Fact and Conclusions of Law three weeks after the filing of

Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. Thus, the

stipulated procedural schedule is amended, in relevant part, as

follows~

~imu1tancouo Opcning Bricf~ by P~rtic9

Simultaneous Proposed Findings of Fact ~

4 weeks after
Transcripts

Conclusions of Law

Simultancou9 Rcply Bricf~ by Partic9

Simultaneous Responses to Proposed Findings

3 weeks after

Opcning Ericf~
Simultaneous

of Fact and Conclusions of Law
Proposed Findings
of Fact and
Conclusions of Law
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In addition to the required number of hard copies to be

filed with the commission under the commission’s rules of

practice and procedure and the Parties’ Stipulated Prehearing

Order, the Parties shall submit their Proposed Findings of Fact

and Conclusions of Law and Responses to Proposed Findings of Fact

and Conclusions of Law in a standard electronic format

(j. e , Word 97, Word 2000, or Word 2003) to the commission

The format and content of the Proposed Findings of Fact and

Conclusions of Law and responses thereto may be discussed in

further detail at the Prehearing Conference, scheduled for

October 18, 2007.

II.

Orders

THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. Section 1, Statement of Issues, of the Parties’

Stipulated Prehearing Order, filed on July 23, 2007, is amended

as follows:

1. Is HECO’s proposed rate increase
reasonable?

a. Are the proposed tariffs, rates,
charges, and rules just and
reasonable?

b. Are the revenue forecasts for
Test Year 2007 at present rates and
proposed rates reasonable?

c. Are the projected operating
expenses for Test Year 2007
reasonable?
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d. Is the projected rate base for
Test Year 2007 reasonable, and are
the properties included in rate
base used or useful for public
utility purposes?

e. Is the requested rate of return
fair?

2. What is the amount of the Interim Rate
Increase, if any, to which HECO is
probably entitled under HRS § 269-16(d)?

3. Whether HECO’s ECAC complies with the
requirements of HRS § 269-16(g)?

2. The commission amends the Parties’ stipulated

procedural schedule, approved by the commission in

Order No 23442, filed on May 17, 2007, and incorporated herein,

as follows:

~imu1tancouo Opcning Bricf 9 by Partic3
.

Simultaneous Proposed Findings of Fact and

4 weeks after
Transcripts

~Conclusions of Law

Simultancou3 Rcply Bricfo by Partico
.

Simultaneous Responses to Proposed Findings

3 weeks after
Opcning Bricf ~

.

Simultaneous
.

Proposed Findings
.

of Fact and Conclusions of Law

of Fact and
Conclusions of Law

3. In all other respects, the Parties’ Stipulated

Prehearing Order, attached as Exhibit 1 hereto, is adopted as

modified by this Order, and shall govern in this proceeding.
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DONE at Honolulu, Hawaii AUG 2 4 2007

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF HAWAII

By________
Carlito P. Caliboso, Chairman

B~<17~~ ~T(~
Jo/1~1 E. , Commissioner

By___
Leslie H. Kondo, Commissioner

APPROVEDAS TO FORM:

Kaiulani Kidani Shinsato
Commission Counsel

2cOo-O38&e~,
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BEFORETHE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OFTHE STATEOF HAWAII

STIPULATEDPREHEARINGORDER

ApplicantHawaiianElectricCompany,Inc (“HECO”), the Division of Consumer

Advocacyof theDepartmentofCommerceandConsumerAffairs (the“ConsumerAdvocate”or

“CA”) andtheDepartmentof theNavyonbehalfof theDepartmentof Defense(“DOD”) hereby

stipulatethattheattachedStipulatedPrehearingOrderis mutually acceptableto eachrespective

Party.

DATED: Honolulu,Hawaii, July 23, 2007

?~s~iW
THOMAS W. WILLIAMS, JR.,ESQ.
PETERY. KIKUTA, ESQ.
Attorneysfor
HawaiianElectricCompany,Inc.

RANDALL Y. K. YOUNG, ESQ.
AssociateCounsel
Departmentof Defense

/a~14~a4~
JON. S. ITOMURA, E~
LANE H. TSUCHIYAMA, ESQ.
Attorneysfor
Division of ConsumerAdvocacy
Departmentof CommerceandConsumerAffairs

In theMatterof theApplicationof )
)

HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC. )
)

ForApprovalof RateIncreasesandRevised )
RateSchedulesandRules )

)

DocketNo. 2006-0386



BEFORETHE PUBLIC UTILiTIES COMMISSION

OFTHE STATE OFHAWAII

In theMatter ofthe Application of ----)

HAWAIIAN ELECTRICCOMPANY, INC.

For Approval ofRate IncreasesandRevised
RateSchedulesandRules

)
) DocketNo. 2006-0386

)
)
)

STIPULATEDPREHEARINGORDER

Applicant Hawaiian Electric Company, Inc. (“HECO”), theDivision ofConsumer

Advocacyofthe DepartmentofCommerceandConsumerAffairs (the“ConsumerAdvocate” or

“CA”) and theDepartmentoftheNavy onbehalfoftheDepartmentof Defense(“DOD”) hereby

stipulatethat theattachedStipulatedPreheanng Order is mutuallyacceptableto each respective

Party

DATED: Honolulu, Hawaii, July23, 2007.

THOMAS W. WILLIAMS, JR., ESQ.
PETERY. KIKUTA, ESQ.
Attorneys for
Hawaiian Electric Company, Inc.

RANDALL Y.~YOU~’ã,ES~
AssociateCounsel
DepartmentofDefense

JON. S. 1TOMURA,ESQ.
LANE H. TSUCHIYAMA, ESQ.
Attorneys for
Division ofConsumer Advocacy
DepartmentofCommerceandConsumerAffairs



BEFORETHEPUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OFTHE STATE OFHAWAII

In theMatterof theApplicationof )
)

HAWAIIAN ELECTRICCOMPANY, INC. ) DocketNo. 2006-0386

)
For Approval of RateIncreasesandRevised )
RateSchedulesandRules )
____________________________________________________________________________________________)

STIPULATED PREHEARINGORDER

On December22, 2006,HawaiianElectricCompany,Inc (“HECO”) filed an application

for approvalof ageneralrateincreaseandrevisedrateschedulesandrules(“Application”)

HECOservedcopiesof theApplicationon theDivision ofConsumerAdvocacy,Departmentof

CommerceandConsumerAffairs (“ConsumerAdvocate” or “CA”) andtheMayorof theCity

andCountyof Honolulu.

On March 6, 2007,theCommissionheldapublic hearingatthePrinceDavid

KawananakoaMiddle SchoolCafeteriain Honolulu

OnJanuary5, 2007,Life oftheLand(“LOL”) filed aMotion to Intervenein this docket.

On February20, 2007,theDepartmentof theNavyon behalfof theDepartmentofDefense

(“DOD”) filed aMotion to InterveneandBecomeaParty.

OnJanuary18, 2007,HECOfiled aMemorandumin Oppositionto LOL’s motion.

On February15, 2007, theCommissionissuedOrderNo. 23262whichfoundthe

Company’sapplicationto becompleteandproperlyfiled under§269-16(d)of theHawaii

RevisedStatutes(“HRS”) and§6-61-87of theHawaii AdministrativeRules(“HAR”), ordered



that thefiling dateof HECO’ s applicationis December22, 2006, anddirectedHECOandthe

ConsumerAdvocateto initiate thediscoveryprocesswithout delayandsubmitto the

Commissionastipulatedproceduralschedule.

On April 5, 2007,HECOandtheConsumerAdvocatefiled astipulatedprocedural

schedule.

OnApril 13, 2007,theCommissionissuedOrderNo 23366,which deniedLOL’s

motion andgrantedDOD’s motion.

On April 23, 2007,theCommissionissueda letterthatinstructedHECO,theConsumer

AdvocateandtheDOD (collectively‘Parties”)to re-submitastipulatedproceduralschedulethat

incorporatestheDOD into theproceduralscheduleof thisproceeding

OnApril 23, 2007,theComnussionissuedProtectiveOrderNo 23378to governthe

classification,acquisitionanduseof confidentialinformationby anypartyin this docket

On May 17, 2007,theConìnussionissuedOrderNo 23442,approvingtheParties’

RevisedStipulatedProceduralSchedule,filed on May 4, 2007.

On June4, 2007,theCommissionissuedAmendedProtectiveOrderNo 23378which

revisedtheprotectiveorderto includetheDOD

HECO,theConsumerAdvocateandtheDOD havereachedagreementon theprehearing

mattersandsubmitteda StipulatedPrehearingOrderacceptableto theParties.

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS ORDEREDthatthefollowing Statementof Issues,Scheduleof

Proceedings,andproceduresshallbe utilized in this docket.

I. STATEMENT OF THE ISSUES

Theissuesin this caseare:

1. Is HECO’sproposedrateincreasereasonable?
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a Are theproposedtariffs, rates,chargesandrulesjust andreasonable7

b Are therevenueforecastsfor TestYear2007at presentratesandproposed

ratesreasonable?

c. Are theprojectedoperatingexpensesfor TestYear 2007reasonable?

d Is theprojectedratebasefor TestYear2007reasonable,andarethe

propertiesincludedin ratebaseusedorusefulfor public utility purposes7

e Is therequestedrateof returnfair7

2 Whatis theamountof theInterimRateIncrease,if any, to which HECOis

probablyentitledunder§269-16(d)ofthe HawaiiRevisedStatutes7

II. SCHEDULE OF PROCEEDINGS

OnMay4, 2007,thePartieshaveseparatelyfiled astipulatedproceduralschedulewhich

the Commissionapprovedin OrderNo 23442on May 17,2007

III. MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS TO FACILITATE AND EXPEDITE
THE ORDERLY CONDUCT OF THESE PROCEEDINGS

A. Requestsfor Information

A Party to this proceeding may submit information requests to another Partywithin the

time schedule specified in this Stipulated Prehearing Order. If a Party is unable to provide the

informationrequestedwithin theprescribedtime period,it should soindicateto the inquiring

Partyassoonaspossible. ThePartiesshall thenendeavorto agreeuponalaterdatefor

submissionof therequestedinformation If thePartiesareunableto agree,therespondingParty

mayseekapprovalfor thelate submissionfrom theCommissionuponashowingof goodcause.

It is thenwithin theCommission’sdiscretionto approveordisapprovesuchlatefilings andtake

anyadditional actionthatmaybe appropriate,suchas extendingthedatefor thePartyto
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respond.

In lieu of responsesto informationrequeststhatwould requirethereproductionof

voluminousdocumentsormaterials(e.g.documentsover 50 pages),thedocumentsormaterials

maybemadeavailableforreasonableinspectionandcopyingat amutuallyagreeabledesignated

locationandtime. In theeventsuchinformationis availableon computerdisketteor other

readilyusableelectronicmedium,thePartyrespondingto theinformationrequestshallmakethe

disketteorsuchelectronicmediumavailableto the otherParties,andtheCommission Subject

to objectionsthat maybe raisedandto theextentpracticable,theelectronicfiles for spreadsheets

will containall cell referencesandformulaeintact,andwill notbeconvertedto valuesprior to

submission A Partyshall notberequired,in a responseto an informationrequest,to provide

datathat is/arealreadyon file with theCommissionorotherwisepartofthepublic record,orthat

maybe stipulatedto pursuantto PartD, a TherespondingPartyshall, in lieu of production

of adocumentin thepublic record,includein its responseto the informationrequestan

identificationof thedocumentwith reasonablespecificitysufficientto enabletherequesting

Partyto locateandcopythe document.In addition,aPartyshallnotberequired,in aresponseto

an informationrequest,to makecomputations,computeratios,reclassify,trend,calculate,or

otherwisereworkdatacontainedin its filesorrecords.

For eachresponseto an informationrequest,therespondingPartyshouldidentify the

personwhois responsiblefor preparingtheresponseaswell asthewitnesseswho will be

responsiblefor sponsoringtheresponseattheevidentiaryhearing.

A Partymayobjectto respondingto an informationrequestthat it deemsto be irrelevant,

immaterial,undulyburdensome,onerousorrepetitious,or wheretheresponsecontains

informationclaimedto beprivilegedor subjectto protection(confidentialinformation). If a
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Partyclaimsthat informationrequestedis confidential,andwithholds productionof all or a

portionof suchconfidentialinformation, thePartyshall (1)provideinformationreasonably

sufficientto identify theconfidentialinformationwithheldfrom theresponse,without disclosing

privilegedorprotectedinformation; (2) statethebasisfor withholdingtheconfidential

information(including,but not limited to, thespecificprivilegeapplicableor protectionclaimed

for theconfidentialinformationandthespecificharmthatwouldbefall theParty if the

informationweredisclosed);and(3) statewhetherthePartyis willing to providetheconfidential

informationto someor all representativesofthePartypursuantto aprotectiveorder

A Partyseekingproductionof documentsnotwithstandingaParty’sclaim of

confidentiality,mayfile amotion to compelproductionwith theCommission

The responsesofeachPartyto informationrequestsshalladhereto auniform systemof

numberingagreeduponby theParties Forexample,thefirst informationrequestsubmittedby

theConsumerAdvocatein this docketshallbe referredto anddesignatedas“CA-IIR-l,” anda

responseto this informationrequestshallbereferredto anddesignatedas“Responseto

CA-IR-l”

Eachresponseshallbeprovidedon a separatepageandshall recitetheentirequestion

askedandsetforth theresponseand/orreferencetheattachedresponsivedocument.

B. Witnesses

Witnessessubmittingwritten testimonyandexhibitsshallbemadeavailablefor cross-

examinationattheevidentiaryhearing. Witnessesshouldfile theworkpapersusedin preparing

theevidencetheysponsoratthetime theysubmittheir testimonyandexhibits (statementof

position) andhavesuchworkpapersavailableattheevidentiaryhearing.Witnesseswill notbe

permittedto readprefiledwritten testimonyattheevidentiaryhearings.
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At theevidentiaryhearing,eachwitnessmaygive abrief oral summaryofthewritten

testimonyandexhibits andshallsummarizetheissuesraisedby suchtestimonyorstatementof

position Eachwitnessshallbesubjectto cross-examinationfor bothdirectandrebuttal

testimonyandexhibitsorstatementof position.

ThePartiesshallcooperateto accommodatetheschedulesofmainlandwitnessesandwill

inform theCommissionin advanceof anyschedulingdifficulties with respectto suchwitnesses.

If aPartyhasan objectionto atimely requestto scheduleamainlandwitnessin advanceof other

witnesses,thePartyshallmakeatimely objectionto theCommission ThePartieswill make

theirbesteffort to accommodatetheschedulesof mainlandwitnessesby coordinatingtheir

appearanceattheevidentiaryhearing

C. Form of PreparedTestimony

All prepared testimony, includingtext andexhibits,shallbepreparedin written form on

8-1/2” x 11” paper with line numbersandpagenumbers,andshallbeservedon thedates

designatedin theScheduleofProceedings.

EachPartyshallbepermittedto follow its own numberingsystemfor written testimony

andexhibits, providedthatthenumberingsystemutilized is consistentandis clearly

understandable.EachPartyshallpreparea list ofits exhibitsby exhibitnumbersandtitles.

ThePartiesshallbepermittedto makerevisionsto exhibitsafterthedesignateddates

appearingin theScheduleofProceedings.Revisionsshallbearappropriaterevisiondates.

However,revisionsoradditionsthat do morethancorrecttypographicalerrors,updatefacts,or

give numericalcomparisonsof thepositionstakenby theParties,shallnotbesubmittedexcept

with theapprovalof theCommission.

Generally,exhibitsshouldincludeappropriatefootnotes,or narrativesinsertedin the

6



relatedtestimony,settingforth thesourcesof theinformationusedandexplainingthemethods

employedin makingstatisticalcompilationsorestimates

D Matters of Public Record

To reduceunnecessaryreproductionof documentsandto facilitatetheseproceedings,

identifiedmattersof public recordshallbeadmissiblein this proceedingwithoutthe necessityof

reproducingeachdocument,providedthatthedocumentto be admittedis clearly identifiedby

referenceto theplaceof publication,file ordocketnumber,andtheidentifieddocumentis

availablefor inspectionby theCommissionandtheParties,andfurtherprovidedthat anyParty

hastheright to explain,qualifyor conductexaminationwith respectto the identifieddocument

TheCommissioncanrule on whetherthe identifieddocumentcanbe admittedinto evidence

whenaPartyprofferssuchdocumentfor admissionasevidencein this case

Fromtimeto time,thePartiesmayenterinto stipulationsthat suchdocuments,or any

portionof suchdocuments,maybe introducedinto evidencein this case.

E Copiesof Testimony, Exhibits and Information Requests

1. Testimony,Exhibits, Workpapers.InformationRequests,Responsesto
InformationReciuests,Briefs:

Commission Original + 8 copies
HECO 3 copies
ConsumerAdvocate 6 copies
DOD 2 copies

2. All pleadings,briefsandotherdocumentsrequiredto be filed with the

Commissionshallcomplywith theformattingrequirementsprescribedpursuantto Chapter61,

Subchapter2, Section6-61-16of theCommission’sRulesof PracticeandProcedureandshallbe

filed at theoffice of theCommissionin Honoluluwithin thetime limit prescribedpursuantto
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Chapter61, Subchapter2, Section6-61-15of theCommission’s Rulesof PracticeandProcedure.

3. Copiesof all filings, informationrequestsandinformationrequestresponses

shouldbe sentto thePartiesby handdeliveryorUnitedStatesmail (first class,postageprepaid)

In addition,if available,all Partiesshallprovidecopiesof theirfilings, informationrequestsand

informationrequestresponsesto theotherPartiesvia disketteore-mail in a standardelectronic

formatthatis readilyavailableby theParties ThePartiesagreeto useWord 97,Word 2000or

Word 2003asthe standardprogrammingformatfor filings in this case However,if workpapers,

documentation,orexhibitsattachedto anyfiling arenotreadilyavailablein an electronicformat,

aPartyshall notberequiredto convertsuchworkpapers,documentation,or exhibits into an

electronicformat Also, existingdocumentsproducedin responseto requestsneednotbe

convertedto Word 97/Word2000/Word2003aslong astheapplicableformatis identified In

theeventa copyof afiling, informationrequestor informationrequestresponseis deliveredto a

Partyviadisketteor e-mail,unlessotherwiseagreedto by suchParty, thesamenumberofcopies

of suchfiling, information requestor informationrequestresponsemuststill be deliveredto such

Partyby handdeliveryorUnitedStatesmail (first class,postageprepaid)asprovidedin Parts

F.1 above.

F. Order of Examination at the Evidentiary Hearing

Pursuant to Chapter 61,Subchapter3, Section6-61-31,of theCommission’sRulesof

PracticeandProcedure,HECO’switnessesshallopenwith its directcase. TheConsumer

Advocate’sdirectcaseshallbepresentedafterHECO’sdirectcase,followed by DOD’s direct

case. HECOshallclosewith its rebuttalcase.

Examinationof any witnessshallbelimited to one attorneyor representativefor aParty.

ThePartiesshallavoidduplicativeor repetitiouscross-examination.Friendlycross-examination
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will not be allowed Cross-examination shall be limited to witnesses whose testimony is adverse

to the Party desiring to cross-examineRecross-examinationshallbe limited to theextentof

materialcoveredin redirectexaminationunlessotherwisepermittedby the Commission

G. Communications

Chapter61, Subchapter3, Section6-61-29 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and

Procedureconcerningexpartecommunicationsis applicableto any communicationsbetweena

Party and the Commission However,thePartiesmaycommunicatewith Commissioncounsel

on mattersof practiceandprocedurethroughtheirowncounselor designatedofficial

CommunicationsbetweenthePartiesshould either be throughcounselor through

designated representatives All pleadings, papers, and other documents filed in thisproceeding

shall be served on theopposingParty All motions,supportingmemoranda,andthelike shall

also be served on opposing counsel.

H. General

These procedures are consistent with the orderly conductofthis docket ThisStipulated

PrehearingOrdershallcontrolthesubsequentcourseof theseproceedings,unlessmodifiedby

thePartiesin writing andapprovedby theCommission,orupontheCommission’sown motion.

This StipulatedPrehearingOrdermaybeexecutedby thePartiesin counterparts,eachof

whichshallbedeemedan original, andall of whichtakentogethershallconstituteoneandthe

same instrument. The Parties mayexecutethisStipulatedProceduralOrderby facsimilefor

initial submission to the Conmiissionto befollowed by thefiling of originalsof saidfacsimile

pages.
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DONE atHonolulu,Hawaii, this___________ day of— 2007.

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OFHAWAII

By

By

Carlito P. Caliboso,Chairman

APPROVEDAS TO FORM:

By

JohnE. Cole,Commissioner

Leslie H. Kondo,Commissioner

By
Kaiulani Kidani Shinsato
CommissionCounsel
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CERTIFICATEOF SERVICE

I herebycertify thatI havethis dateservedacopyoftheforegoingStipulatedPrehearing

DEPARTMENTOF COMMERCEAND
CONSUMERAFFAIRS
DIVISION OFCONSUMERADVOCACY
335 MerchantStreet,Room 326
Honolulu,Hawaii 96813

DEAN K. MATSUURA
DIRECTOR-REGULATORYAFFAIRS
HAWAIIAN ELECTRICCOMPANY,INC.
P. 0. Box 2750
Honolulu,Hawaii 96840-0001

RANDALL Y. K. YOUNG
ASSOCIATE COUNSEL(CODE09C)
NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING
COMMAND,PACIFIC
258 MakalapaDrive, Suite 100
PearlHarbor,HI 96860-3134

WILLIAM A. BONNET
VICE PRESIDENT,GOVERNMENTAND
COMMUNITY AFFAIRS
HAWAIIAN ELECTRICCOMPANY,INC.
P.O. Box 2750
Honolulu,HI 96840-0001

THOMAS W WILLIAMS, JR
PETERY. IUKUTA
GOODSILLANDERSONQUINN & STIFEL
1800Alii Place
1099AlakeaStreet
Honolulu,Hawaii 96813

DR. KHOJASTEHDAVOODI, P.E.
EFACHES
UTILITY RATES AND STUDIES OFFICE
1322PattersonAvenue,S.E.
Building 33,Floor 3, Room/Cube33-3002
Washington,D.C. 20374

KarenHigashi

OrderNo.

mailed,postageprepaid,andproperlyaddressedto eachsuchParty.

uponthefollowing Parties,by causingacopyhereofto be

DATED:



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have on this date served a copy of

the foregoing Order No 2 3 6 1 2 upon the following parties, by

causing a copy hereof to be mailed-, postage prepaid, and properly

addressed to each such party.

CATHERINE P. AWAKUNI
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
DIVISION OF CONSUMER ADVOCACY
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND CONSUMER AFFAIRS
P. 0. Box 541
Honolulu, HI 96809

WILLIAM A. BONNET -

VICE PRESIDENT - GOVERJ~IMENTAND COMMUNITY AFFAIRS
HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC.
P. 0. Box 2750
Honolulu, HI 96840—0001

DEAN K. MATSUURA
DIRECTOR - REGULATORYAFFAIRS
HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC.
P. 0. Box 2750
Honolulu, HI 96840—0001

THOMAS W. WILLIAMS, JR., ESQ.
PETER Y. KIKUTA, ESQ.
GOODSILL ANDERSON QUINN & STIFEL
Alii Place, Suite 1800
1099 Alakea Street
Honolulu, HI 96813

Counsel for Hawaiian Electric Company, Inc.



Certificate of Service
Page 2

RANDALL Y.K. YOUNG, ESQ.
ASSOCIATE COUNSEL (CODE 09C)

NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING COMMANDPACIFIC
258 Makalapa Drive, Suite 100
Pearl Harbor, HI 96860-3134

Counsel for Department of the Navy on behalf
of the Department of Defense

DR KHOJASTEHDAVOODI
EFACHES
1322 Patterson Avenue, S.E.
Building 33, Floor 3, Room/Cube 33-3002
Washington, DC 20374

Karen Hig~Jii

DATED: AUG 2 4 2007


